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DETAILED ACTION 

Claims 7-1 1 , filed 06/16/2006, are presented for examination. 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a 
whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 7-9,11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Broghammer et al, US Patent Application Publication 2002/0158879, in view of Takatsu 
etal, US No. 6441955. 

Re claim 7, Broghammer et al disclose an audio/video system for a motor vehicle 
(see fig . 1 ; Video and Audio Applications in Vehicles, 0014), comprising a ring-shaped 
(the MOST bus is ring-shaped), bidirectional, optical network (with an optical connecting 
line, 0020) including optical fibers and audio/video appliances connected to one another 
in a ring shape by said optical network (see fig . 1 , DVD player, TV receiver). 

But Broghammer et al did not explicitly disclose wherein data are transmitted 
between said audio/video appliances in said network in a first data channel having a 
first optical wavelength and in a second data channel having a second optical 
wavelength, each of said audio/visual appliances having an optical coupler with filters 
for separating said first and second data channels. 

In an analogous art, Takatsu et al disclose wherein data are transmitted between 
said audio/video appliances in said network in a first data channel having a first optical 
wavelength and in a second data channel having a second optical wavelength(perform 
a wavelength multiplexing transmission, wavelengths used for an optical transmission of 
each optical transmitting device must be different, col.7, lines 10-13; that means 
different channels were used), each of said audio/visual appliances having an optical 
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coupler(an optical coupler, col. 13, line 20) )with filters for separating said first and 
second data channels(signal is improved by completely filtering the wavelength 
component, col .20, line 53-55). 

It would have been obvious for any person of ordinary skill in the art at that time the 
invention was made to introduce channels with different wavelength into the system of 
Broghammer, as taught by Takatsu, for the benefit of limiting noise and interference in 
the system. 

Re claim 8, Broghammer et al disclose wherein the data transmitted in 
said first data channels are formatted according to a first data format and data 
transmitted in said second data channel are formatted according to a second data 
format (The inventive graphic output unit 2 processes the various graphic data formats 
from different graphic data sources, and displays the processed (e.g., decompressed) 
graphic image data, 0023; that means each channel uses a specific data format). 

Re claim 9, Broghammer et al did not explicitly disclose wherein said first and 
second data channels have different bandwidths. 

In an analogous art, Takatsu et al disclose wherein said first and second 
data channels have different bandwidths (a plurality of optical signals that have different 
wavelengths onto an optical fiber, Col. 3, lines 23-24). 

It would have been obvious for any person of ordinary skill in the art at that time the 
invention was made to introduce data channels with different bandwidth into the system 
of Broghammer, as taught by Takatsu, for the purpose of limiting interference in the 
system. 

Re claim 1 1 , Broghammer et al did not explicitly disclose wherein data are 
transmitted in said network on further data channels having other optical wavelengths. 

In an analogous art, Takatsu et al disclose wherein data are transmitted in said 
network on further data channels having other optical wavelengths (a plurality of optical 
signals that have different wavelengths onto an optical fiber, col. 3, lines 23-25). 

It would have been obvious for any person of ordinary skill in the art at that time the 
invention was made to introduce channels with different wavelength into the system of 
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Broghammer, as taught by Takatsu, for the benefit of limiting noise and interference in 
the system. 

Claims 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Broghammer et al in view of Takatsu further in view of Ferguson et al, US No. 
6052555. 

Re claim 10, Broghammer et al did not explicitly disclose wherein the one of the 
first and second data channels having a larger bandwidth is used to transmit data based 
on an Internet protocol. 

In an analogous art, Ferguson et al disclose wherein the one of the first and second 
data channels having a larger bandwidth (Other high speed large bandwidth 
interconnections such as wireless connections, etc. can be used in place of the fiber 
optic cable, Col.4, lines 1-2) is used to transmit data based on an Internet protocol 
(Internet Protocol, col. 3, line 42). 

It would have obvious for any person of ordinary skill in the art at that time the 
invention was made to introduce large bandwidth and internet protocol into the system 
of Broghammer in view of Tamatsu , as taught by Ferguson, for the benefit of reducing 
latency in transmitting data. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Stiegler et al (US. 5935214) disclose a method for transmitting 
source data and control data in a communication system with ring structure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jean Duclos Saintcyr whose phone number is 571 -270- 
3224. The examiner can normally reach on M-F 7:30-5:00 PM EST. If attempts to reach 
the examiner by telephone are not successful, his supervisor, Brian Pendleton, can be 
reach on 571 -272-7527. The fax number for the organization where the application or 
proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. Information regarding the status of an 
application may be obtained from the Patent Application Retrieval (PAIR) system. 
Status information for published applications may be obtained from either private PAIR 
or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
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Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see htpp://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the private PAIR system, 
contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97(toll free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the 
automated information system, dial 800-786-91 99(IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272- 
1000. 



Jean Duclos Saintcyr 

/Brian T. Pendleton/ 
Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2623 



